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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions ol time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

• If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the maDing date of this communication. 
- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communicatlon{s) filed on . 

2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits Is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) li5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-5 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: b)\3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet{s) including the con*ectlon is required If the drawlng(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9 

12)0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (0. 
a)n All b)n Some * 0)0 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1 . Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "an anti-tilt device" that is for use in a bandsaw. However, so 
many parts of the bandsaw are recited in the body of the claims, that it Is not clear if the 
scope of the claims is directed to just the anti-tilt device, or the anti-tilt device in 
combination with the bandsaw, in which case the tilting of the claim would be incorrect. 
For this action, Examiner will treat the claim as just the anti-tilt device, since that is how 
Applicant titled the claim. 

In claim 1 , the phrase "vertical portion being adapted to be located beside the 
connection member" is indefinite. It is not understood what structural differences there 
would be between the above and a vertical portion that was not adapted to be located 
beside the connection member. 

in claims 2, the phrase "adapted to face the connection member" is indefinite. 

In claim 4, the phrase "a first end of the torsion spring adapted to be fixed on the 
table" is not understood, since the torsion spring does not touch the table. 

In claim 4, the phrase "the torsion spring fixed to an inner periphery of the hole" is 
not understood, since the spring appears to rest in the hole, as opposed to being fixed 
in the hole. 

In claim 5, the phrase "stationary ring adapted to be fixed to the table" is 
indefinite. 
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2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in ttiis or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale In this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

3. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by LaPiana, 
who shows an L-shaped member (22) having a bolt (28) and bolt hole (26) and an 
inclined edge (see figure 3). LaPiana's L-shaped member is capable of being used as 
described in the claims, even though it is not disclosed as doing so. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over LaPiana, 
who shows an L-shaped member with all of the recited limitations except for the 
recessed torsion spring. Examiner takes Official Notice that it is well known to provide 
bolted objects with a recessed torsion spring to create rotational friction that n^intains 
the bolt in place. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified LaPiana by providing a recessed torsion spring, as is well known, in order to 
prevent the bolt from coming loose. 
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6. Claim 5 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

7. Made of record but not relied on are patents to Thomaschewski, Wittek and 
Spengler (german) showing pertinent L-shaped references. Also made of record but 
not relied on is a patent to Stolzer that discusses limiting pivotal motion of handsaws. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ken Peterson whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2186. Effective on about 16 November 04, the phone number will change to 571-272- 
4512. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Thursday between 7am 
and 4pm. 

In lieu of mailing, it is encouraged that all formal responses be faxed to 703-872- 
9306. If attempts to reach the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Allan Shoap can be reached on 703-308-1082. Any inquiry of a general nature or 
relating to the status of this application should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is 703-308-1 148. 
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